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Bombay and Madras had not reduced their scales of allowance,,
and in fact, the Bengal Government's scale was more generous
than that of the Government of India, though it was revised in
1933. So there seemed to be no justifiable reason for taking any
action in respect of the house-rent allowance,

4. A comparative survey made by the Joint Secretary, of
the allowances administered under the rules of the Central and
Local Governments revealed the position thus :

Compensatory allowances.

House-rent allowances

Calcutta:   None for local officers   ...

Bombay : The rates for Local Govt.
officers were 12^% above
those of the Central

__                Govt. officers

Karachi: The Local Government
officers drew allowances
at half the rate admissi-
ble for Bombay, wnile
Central Government
officers got no allowance.

Madras: No allowance for Central
Govt, Officers*

Same as in Madras ex-
cept that laig-h salaried
central officers drew
niglier allowances than
the officers of the Local
Government*

Same rates as those of
Local Government.

Central Government-
rates were lower for
comparatively low paid
officers.

For h. i g li e r salaried
officers the rates were
tne same as for Local
Government Officers.

5.    The Joint  Secretary,   Finance  Department, desired that
the Local Governments might be asked to state :
(a) if there had been any change in the level of rents for
private residences.
(6) what hotels and boarding houses in the city, charged
per month as compared with 1924 for both married
and unmarried persons* accommodation, and,
(c) whether the Local Government was contemplating any
reduction in their compensatory or house-rent
allowances in the city on the ground of reduced cost
of living.